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This Reply Brief will actually be very brief. Appellees are pro se, although it is 
unclear whether Mrs. Blevins is to be included as a party in the Brief filed by 
Mr. Blevins. What is clear, however, is that Mr. Blevins strongly vents his hostility and 
anger toward counsel for Appellants. He instigated a garnishment action to thwart a 
Settlement Agreement, and he lost. That case is not before this Court. He then initiated 
the instant case in the trial court, and again he lost. His anger clearly spills over and onto 
the pages of his Brief, but his Brief is mostly, if not all, irrelevant as shown below. 
A. Mr. Blevins' Statement of the Case and Statement of Facts. 
Mr. Blevins sets forth two pages for his version of the Statement of the Case and one 
page for his version of the Facts. Nothing contained in those three pages relates to this 
case or to any of the Appellants. The prior litigation that Mr. Blevins cites gave rise to 
this case, but they have nothing to do with the issues presented in this case. Further, most 
if not all of the citations to prior cases relate to Custom Steel Fabrication, Inc., a party that 
was dismissed by the trial court long ago. Custom Steel is not one of the Appellants. 
B. Mr. Blevins'Addenda. 
Mr. Blevins includes two addenda, but he fails to cite where those addenda exist in 
the Record. Accordingly, they should be stricken. Moreover, the addenda are irrelevant 
to this case. Each addendum will now be addressed separately. 
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Addendum 1 is from the garnishment action that Mr. Blevins instigated to thwart a 
prior Settlement Agreement, but it has no relevancy in this case. Mr. Blevins was 
defeated in that action. Although it gave rise to the instant case, it is not part of this case. 
Addendum 2 represents an assignment of interest from Custom Steel Fabrication, but 
Custom Steel is not a party to this appeal. Rather, Custom Steel was dismissed from this 
case very early in these proceedings. (R. 192-95, 204, 208.) Accordingly, Addendum 2 is 
clearly irrelevant to this appeal. 
C. Mr. Blevins' Citation to N.A.R., Inc. v. Marcek 
Mr. Blevins cites N.A.R., Inc. v. Marcek, 2000 UT 300 T[ll, 13 P.3d 612 in support of 
his contention that the trial court is not bound by the fees requested by Appellants.1 He 
quotes from part of a sentence in Marcek as follows: 
"[t]he trial court is not bound by the fees requested in the claimant's 
affidavit. . ." 
Appellees' Brief at 5. 
However, the complete sentence reads as follows: 
'The trial court is not bound by the fees requested in the claimant's 
affidavit, but rather, may consider a variety of factors, including those 
listed above, in reaching its determination of reasonable attorney fees, 
but those factors must appear clearly in the record." 
N.A.R., Inc. v. Marcek, 2000 UT 300 f 11 (emphasis added). 
1
 Mr. Blevins fails to include Marcek, as well as several other cases, in his Table 
of Authorities, but for the convenience of this Court he cites Marcek on page 5. 
-2-
Mr. Blevins conveniently omits the requirement that the trial court's analysis "must 
appear clearly in the record." That is the essential requirement missing by the trial court 
in this case. This critical requirement was also missing in Marcek. There, the trial 
court's denial of attorney fees was reversed because this Court could not determine from 
the record how the trial court arrived at its decision. See Marcek, at f 15. 
Marcek is similar to the instant case. Here, the trial court reduced the requested fees 
by nearly 50% without any findings or comment. (R. 460-64.) What makes the instant 
case even more perplexing is that the trial court first found the requested attorney fees to 
be reasonable. (R. 460-64.) Without any further explanation from the trial court, 
reducing those fees by nearly 50% is clearly unsupported by the record and is clear error. 
CONCLUSION 
Appellees' Brief is largely irrelevant. It primarily refers to prior litigation and to a 
party that is no longer part of this case nor one of the Appellants. Appellees' Brief fails 
to introduce any substantive law on the issues presented. Although the Brief attempts to 
bolster Appellees' position by quoting part of a sentence from Marcek, the quotation 
omits the essential requirement that the trial court must make the record clear. Here, the 
trial court failed to do so. 
DATED this 30th day of October 2003. 
^iejU<^ — 
Michael A. Jense^X^l) 
Counsel for Appellants 
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